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Opening of the Session,
UR Session opened in Lrskine Church, on the 4th
inst. It was an occasion of unusual interest.  The
Presbytery of Montreal, under instructions of the General
Assembly, inducted the Rev. John Scrimger, M. A, into
the chair of Hebrew and Greek exegesis.  The charge to
the new Professor was delivered by the Muderator, Rev.
R. Campbhe’y, Al. A, in the course of which strong testi-
mony was borne to the personal worth, nipe scholarship,
and eminent success of Mr. Scrimger as a student and
pastor. He had gained high distinction in his AA/ma
Aater, the University of Toronto, and he had already
given abundant evidence of his skill and power as a
teacher while acting for seven years as a Lecturer in the
College.  We publish clsewhere Professor Scrimger's able
and lucid Inaugural address.

The Principal in a few appropriate words welcomed the
Rev. J. W. Dey, MLA, to his oftice as Dean of Residence.
He sroke of lum asa Gold Medallist in Arts and Theology,
a graduate of McGill University and of our own College.
He had also valuable experience as a Teacher and Pastor.

The number of students this session will exceed the
accommodation provided, notwithstanding the large ad-
dition furnished in the David Morrice Hall, and there-
fore the Principal luoked for sull more room and celled
for cndowments for all the chairs now founded and others
to be established. Who can tell what may be announced
in this respoct at the public opening of the “ Morrice
Hail ” which is to take place shortly. \We have just now
heard of a legacy endowing another Scholarship, but the
name is not yet to be divulged, We are always glad c¢f
such incidents, but confess a preference for the way
adopted by Mr. Morrice, Mr. E. Mackay, and others of our
liberal benefactors, who do their generous deeds and let
their light shine before men in their life time.

FTER the induction of the new professor, the Rev.
Principal Macvicar addressed the large and at-
tentive audience concerning the present condition of the
college. The Principal alluded to its increasing pros-
perity, and the large influx of new students, but refrained
from an cxtended specch, pending the opening of the
mag nificent *Morrice Hall.”” The Rev. Professor Scrim-
ger then delivered the opening address of the Session
on “The Prophets and their Work.” This difficult ard
interesting  subject was handled with extreme tact and
ability. We have much pleasure in submitting the lec-
ture in full to the rcaders of the JourRNAL (—

THE PROPHETS AND THEIR WORK.

A LECTURE DELIVERED BY REV. PROFESSOR SCRIMGER AT THE
OPENING OF THE SESSION, 1832-3, OF THE PRESBYTERIAN CoL-
LEGE, MONTREAL.

To most readers of the Ol Testament Scriptures, the rrophctical
books, which forin about one fourth of the “hoFc, are ve :\qﬁcl un-
inlcui[iiblc with the cxception of a few pourtivns which rightly or
wrongly have come to be regarded as Messtanic, and which the pious

instinet of the Chwieh Las seized upon for purposes of edification, they
are practically given up a5 hopelessly obscure, and_consequently they
receite far less attention than they descrve both from ministers and
prople.  The causes of this obscunty are not very far to seek.  Inthe
fist place they are matueally more or less obscure becanse of their
poetic structure and furm ; and the highest poetry is always obscure.
Nether Shakespeare nor Goethe will yield up their meaning to the
idle reader, wh merely seehs o while anay a vacant hour in their
persal. - Norwill the prophiets of the Old Testament.  They must be
studied and that carefully, or they witl continie to be the despair of
the prous in the Charch,  Unfortunately the difticulty of studying them
has been very greatly aggravated hatherto by the defects of our English
versiot, which s perhiaps less «atnsfactory here than many othier por-
twon of the Bible. It is to be hoped that when the revised version of
the Old Testament appears, matters will be considerably improved in
this respect.  Another cause of obseurity 1 to be found n the fact that
these books are not arranged in chronological order, hence they are
apt to be utterly dislocated from the histonieal circumstances that gave
e to them.  The motive that prompted them is ignored, and they
are read inan uttely fabse light. This defect of arrangement is one
which we have mhented from the Hebrew Canon, and probably will
never be set right in any version intended for common use.  Indeed
we are not yet in a position to set st nght in every case. Much of the
critical discussion of toese buoks tins upon this very question of thar
date and historical oceasion.  Many points must be admitted to be
stll doubtful, and unti they are et at rest, it would hardly be wise to
disturh an arrangement that has become vencrable from its great an-
tuguity.  But it would be well if some means could be devised for
finmg m the popudar matid of the Church something ke an approsimate
idea of the chionolomical order of these prophictic books and of bring
mg them ato cleaer relatton to the parllel hstory.  Until this s
done, there s noser Likely to be any higher degree of intelligent ap-
preciation of them than that which now unfortunately prevaits.

Underlying this gnorance of the historical settmg of prophecy,
there is, however, another canse fur difficulty, viz: a common nus-
apprehension of the position which was filled by the prophets in the
Jewish Church, and of the work which they were sent to perform.
There is a mistahke as to thair objects, and as to their point of view
which naturally prevents from seeing thar work in ts true relations,
and .wrrccnaung s true salue. The common 1dea current among the
mass of Christian people is that the great distinctive feature of these
men was thar power to predict the future, that therr chief work was
foretelling the course of events in Iozacl and surrounding nations, es-
peaally the coming of the Messiah, and that the chief value of their
wrtings is 1 furnshing an argument for the inspiration of the Seniptures,
and for the truth of the Chnistian religion.  Yrophecy, in the popular
mind, 15 stmply synonymous with prediction, and as the tme for the
fulalinent of all, o1 neatly all, the predictiuns has lung since passed by,
almost the only interest taken n l’lcm is to show that they Y\:wc been
accurately fulfilled.  Now there can be no doubt that there 1s an
clement of truth in this popular view. The books of the prophets do
contam predictions, and many of them. They do fumish an argument
for the inspiration of Scripture, as many of them ase of such a hind as
to shuw a supernatural ongin, and they do help to prove the truth of
Chrsthamty.  But while they providentially serve this purpose for us
1t s quite evadent that this cannot have been their own idea of ther
work or the object they had in view.  To represent them to ourselves
in this way is to change their front and marshal them agrinstan enemy
quite different from the one they were actually sent to meet.  And the
question still remains, what were these predictiuns meant for, and what
place dud they have in their real work 2 We st try and put ourselves
aslfnr as possthle in their place, and see their work as they saw it theme
selves,

The simplest way to do this is perhaps to look into the origin and
history of the order. That they du‘ constiiute a separate order and fitl
an office which was pretty well understoo o, thuugh perhaps never very
clearly defined, is tolerably clear from the many allusions to them in
the historical books. It s true thenspared prophets, as we count them,
number only some sixteen, and as these cxlcn\r over a period of about
450 years, it might scem as though there could hardly be more than
onc at a timic in either Judah or Ismael, and that they would therefore
stand isolated and alone, solitary figures in socicty, distinguished from
others only by the fact that they received revelations from heaven, and
bound tu cach other only by the fact that they spohe in God’s name and
delivered somewhat unwelcome messages to men.  But in reality these
inspired prophets were only selected individuals out of a large number
of men who held the same office and went by the same name. Frequent
allusions arc made to them as forming a numerous body. Some idea
of their number may be gained from ﬁuc statements that when Jezebel
persecuted them in [sracl Obadiah hid a hundred of them from “her in
caves, and that a few years later Ahab had no difficulty in collecting
four hundred of them together at one time.  In morc auspicious days
their numbers would be proportionately much larger.  But not only
were they numerous.  They seem also to have been pretty thoroughly
orgamized and to have formed a sort of guild or fraterty, with certain
well-known places as their headquarters, where they had houses in
common and ate tegether.  We find such for example at Ramah, Gil-
gal, Bethel and Jencho ; and 1t 1s quite likely there were others. We
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